pletely comprehensive. Evaluation of the effects concentrated mostly on seasonal and annual water yield and peak flows. Evaluation of the effects on other hydrologic phenomena appeared to be worthy of additional study. The significant reductions found in annual and seasonal streamflow amounts [Ricca et al., 1970] should be reflected by changes in flow duration curves, and a study was designed to assess such changes if they did exist.
Some uncertainty existed about the nature of the relationships between duration of flow and the significance of streamflow reduction due to reforestation. There was not much question that reforestation had reduced annual and seasonal streamflow, but there was no apparent reduction in peak rates of flow due to reforestation [Ricca et al., 1970] . A study was designed to investigate the relationships for durations between these extremes of seasonal and peak flOWS, Still another analysis was set up to shed some light on possible changes in streamflow timing. Earlier studies [Harrold et al., 1962] Reinhart [1970] in a recent review of the effects of deforestation and reforestatio.n pointed out that the effects of these two processes are opposite; i.e., reforestation effects occur gradually over time, are harder to measure than the effects of deforestation, and are less well •_ graph has logarithmic probability coordinates, and the closeness of the data points to a straight line indicates that the daily flow data may well be distributed in log probability fashion. Again, in these data there was no evidence of curvilineartry, although it is obvious that trends like these cannot continue indefinitely. 
